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The peacekeepers have found that there
are several communities where the local offi-
cials themselves are clearly in control, clearly
have the support of the local population, and
clearly committed to minimizing civilian vio-
lence or the exposure of civilians to violence,
whatever their ethnic group. Then there are
some places that need more people.

So the first thing I would say in response
to your question is, as regards to all these
kinds of incidents but particularly that one
which concerned me, we ought to make sure
that we have deployed the resources that we
have there in the best possible way before
we make any decision that more are needed.
Of course, we have a representative on the
ground there, a leader that represents the
United Nations, and he can give us some
guidance about whether they need more
people.

Republican Debates
Q. Did you watch the Republican debates

last night and what do you think about the
fact that George W. Bush was not there?

The President. They all have to make
their own decisions, and I didn’t watch it.
I kind of—I look at them wistfully. I really—
I did, you know, a slew of them. I don’t think
I missed a single one in ’92, and I enjoyed
them all. [Laughter]

I do think they’re useful. And even though,
very often, they are not news events because
you see that the similarities to the candidates
are greater than their differences, and that’s
why, you know, Senator Bradley and Vice
President Gore are Democrats and the other
five are Republicans.

But I think it is useful to participate in
them because you get a feel for what the
issues are in specific States and also how peo-
ple react, and they are, I think, a good thing.
I think they strengthen democracy; they get
people interested; and they make people
more interested in voting.

Thank you.

NOTE: The President spoke at 9:28 a.m. in the
Oval Office at the White House. In his remarks,
he referred to former Senator Carol Moseley-
Braun, nominee for Ambassador to New Zealand;
Gov. George W. Bush of Texas, Republican can-
didate for President; and former Senator Bill
Bradley, Democratic candidate for President. The

transcript released by the Office of the Press Sec-
retary also included the remarks of Health and
Human Services Secretary Donna Shalala.

Remarks to Supporters of John
Street for Mayor in Philadelphia,
Pennsylvania
October 29, 1999

The President. Thank you.

[At this point, there was a disruption in the
audience.]

The President. I’ll make you a deal. I’ll
ignore them if you will. We observed their
free speech rights. Do you think they will
observe ours?

Now, let me say, first, to all of you——

[The disruption continued.]

The President. Come on. Now, wait a
minute, folks. I know something about this.
You all relax here. I know something about
this. They got their say. Now you give me
mine, and you all think about where we are.
Come on, let’s go. That’s actually——

Audience members. Boo-o-o!
The President. Let me say this. That’s ac-

tually a very—don’t boo them. That’s actually
a very serious issue. That’s actually a very
serious issue that we’re working very hard
on. Unfortunately, like so many serious issues
that I have to deal with, it can’t be solved
by emotion at a rally. But it’s an important
issue that is worthy of the concern of the
people of Puerto Rico and the people of the
United States, and therefore, I appreciate
their being here.

Let me say to all of you, I think that you
know, every one of you, how much I have
loved this city and how grateful I am to you
and to the people of Pennsylvania. In 1992
and 1996 and 1998 and 1999, no place in
America has been better or kinder to me and
our administration and my family than the
city of Philadelphia. And I will never forget
that.

I want to thank your mayor for his leader-
ship and his friendship. I thank the city coun-
cil president. I thank chairman and Con-
gressman Brady and Congressman Fattah
and Congressman Borski, three wonderful
people and great Members of the House of
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Representatives. I thank my great friend Sen-
ator Ted Kennedy for being here today.

You know, in a long and richly textured
life in public service, I’ve had a lot of wonder-
ful moments. But when Ed Rendell called
me and told me that I was the first Democrat
to equal President Kennedy’s victory margin
in Philadelphia, I was very moved.

Senator Kennedy’s family lost three of its
sons to public service, the President, Robert
Kennedy, his oldest brother Joseph in World
War II. But I can tell you this: Edward Ken-
nedy has redeemed the sacrifice of his family
in service to the people of Massachusetts and
the people of America. He is one of the finest
and ablest and most productive people in the
history of the United States Senate.

Now, I want to thank all the other people
who are here who have done so much for
John Street, the religious leaders, the labor
leaders—nobody ever says this from a po-
dium—I want to thank the fundraisers, the
people in the business community and oth-
ers, who stuck by John Street when people
said they wouldn’t do it and gave him a
chance to be competitive.

You know, I remember once when I was
running for office in 1984, and President
Reagan came in to campaign for my oppo-
nent. And I was—and he was very popular
in my State. You remember, he was getting
reelected by a big margin. And he came in,
and he campaigned against me, and then he
got 62 percent in the election, and so did
I. And it made me always a little apprehen-
sive. So I want you to know I come here
not as President to tell you how to vote, but
I hope you will listen to me as someone who
has tried to be a good friend to Philadelphia,
to talk about why.

You know, I’m not running for anything
anymore. I kind of hate it, but I’m not. And
I want you to listen to me not about how
but why. I have the whole rest of my life
to try to be a good citizen and give back to
the American people for all of the chances
they’ve given me to serve. And I have some
things that I wanted to come to Philadelphia
to say to all of you in this hall, because the
harder you work between now and Tuesday,
the bigger the margin of victory will be—
and to those beyond this hall, who may hear
or see or read about what we say here today,

who may be still trying to make up their
mind.

First thing I want to say is, I follow this
race very closely in the press, and I know
something about—I think—the fact that you
can’t always tell what’s going on, exactly,
from what you read, you know? Now, John
Street—so I read that there was this cam-
paign for mayor of Philadelphia, and the
Democrat was a very good man, but he didn’t
have any vision, and he wasn’t very char-
ismatic. And I don’t know who they were
talking about, but that guy that introduced
me had vision and charisma when he was up
here speaking a few minutes ago.

But I want you to listen to my argument,
because if you think that our administra-
tion—if you think that Bill Clinton and Al
Gore have been good for the people of Phila-
delphia, what I want you to understand is,
none of it would have been possible if we
hadn’t had a partnership. And when I ran
for President in 1992, and the people of this
city and this State voted for me, I said—and
let me say, times have been good for a good
long while now, so a lot of people don’t re-
member what it was like before the Clinton-
Gore administration, or before Rendell and
Street. They don’t remember. So let me re-
mind you.

It was a time of severe economic distress.
It was a time of deepening social division.
It was a time of political drift, and the whole
enterprise of Government had been discred-
ited in the eyes of many people. So I said,
‘‘Give me a chance, and I will pursue some
new ideas designed to give opportunity to ev-
erybody, to challenge every citizen to be a
responsible citizen, and to create an Amer-
ican community of all people, and to give
you a Government that is smaller, that actu-
ally does a good job for you in what we’re
supposed to do, which is to empower people
and families and communities to control their
own destiny and seek the future of their
dreams. Now, it was just an argument, just
like when you voted for Rendell and Street.
It was just an argument. You took that chance
on them. But it’s not an argument anymore.
The evidence is in. And what I want to say
to you is, when people say you ought to throw
all this away, let me remind you of what
they’re saying.
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In America, we have 191⁄2 million new
jobs, the longest peacetime economic expan-
sion in history, the highest homeownership
in history, the lowest unemployment rate in
29 years, the lowest African-American and
Hispanic unemployment rates ever recorded,
the lowest welfare rolls in 30 years, the lowest
poverty rates in 30 years, the lowest teen
pregnancy rates in 30 years, the lowest infla-
tion rates in 30 years, the first back-to-back
budget surpluses in 42 years, the lowest
crime rates in 32 years, with the smallest
Federal Government in 37 years. You took
a chance, and you were right in 1992 and
1996.

Now, in Philadelphia, in Philadelphia,
after years of deficit spending, under this ad-
ministration you’ve got seven balanced budg-
ets in a row. You have the first job growth
in Philadelphia in 30 years. You have declin-
ing crime and welfare rolls. You have people
working together across racial lines. Look
around this place today. So I say to you—
and Ed Rendell has said that John Street’s
the most qualified person ever to run and
that he couldn’t have done anything he’s
done as mayor without him.

Now, just because you’ve done a good job
doesn’t mean you’re automatically entitled to
an election. I remember I was running for
Governor for the fifth term, and I’d been
in 10 years. And I went out to the State fair
in my home State, and this old boy in overalls
came up to me and said, ‘‘You gonna run
again?’’ [Laughter] And I said, ‘‘Well, if I do,
will you vote for me?’’ He said, ‘‘Yeah, I guess
so. I always have.’’ [Laughter] And I said,
‘‘Well, aren’t you sick of me after all these
years?’’ He said, ‘‘No, but nearly everybody
else I know is.’’ [Laughter] And I got hurt,
and I said, ‘‘Well, don’t you think I’ve done
a good job?’’ He said, ‘‘Yeah, but you got
a paycheck every 2 weeks, didn’t you?’’
[Laughter]

So it’s not enough, but you’ve got to think
about it before you throw it away. And one
of the things I will say about the job John
Street has done is, it is evidence of what he
can do and where he will lead the city. So
if he says to you—if he says to you, we ought
to invest in education; if he says to you, we’ve
got a plan to make our streets safer; if he
says to you, we ought to take Congressman

Fattah’s mentoring program, his GEAR-UP
program, which says to middle school kids,
if you stay in school and you learn your les-
sons, here’s the money you can get to go to
college, and every one of you can go; if he
says to you he’s going to do these things, at
least you have some evidence that he will.
And it’s a whole lot of evidence, 8 long years
of evidence, success and progress and change
in people’s lives.

And let me say, he talked about the tax
issue. Well, what he didn’t say that I want
to tell you is, they’re lowering taxes. And
we’ve cut taxes in Washington. But what we
said is, we will cut taxes, all right, but we
want to make sure that tax cuts are fair, that
the working poor get the biggest break. We
want to make sure that we don’t get the
budget out of balance because financial help
is critical to social progress. The Democrats
ought to be the party of fiscal conservatism
because when you’ve got low interest rates
and balanced books, you have more jobs,
higher wages, lower mortgage payments,
lower car payments, lower college loan pay-
ments, and a better future.

Now, John Street understood that before
a lot of members of our party did, that by
making Philadelphia fiscally conservative and
paying its bills and making sure people knew
that they could do business here, he was
doing something progressive to create jobs
and give people a chance to build their own
lives, to bring some money into the city cof-
fers and the State coffers, so we could invest
in people and their future. So that’s the posi-
tion we’re in in Washington.

They wanted to have a tax cut that could
throw away the whole surplus that wasn’t at-
tributable to your Social Security taxes. And
I said, ‘‘We can’t afford it.’’ Now, they can’t
even pay the bills without the tax cut, without
getting into the Social Security. You’ve got
the same debate here.

Now, who are you going to believe? I think
you can believe the guy on tax cuts, number
one, John Street has a plan for modest tax
cuts, and number two, he’s balanced the
books for 7 years. I don’t think it’s even close.
It’s not even close, who you’re going to be-
lieve.

On the education issue, they say they’re
for vouchers, because they feel bad that a
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lot of poor kids don’t get a good education.
Well, I feel bad about it, too. And if I had
given up on the public schools, I might be
where they are. But let me tell you some-
thing. We know if you give parents and chil-
dren a choice of where their kids go to
school, we know if you impose high standards
and you have accountability, and then you
help failing schools, we know if you give
every kid who needs it an after-school pro-
gram and a summer school program—so, yes,
don’t just promote them whether they know
anything or not, but don’t blame them if the
system is failing them. Give them the after-
school programs. Give them the summer
school programs. Give them the opportuni-
ties they need.

We have evidence—evidence that that
helps more kids more quickly than the
voucher program, which takes needed money
away from the schools when there is not
enough in the first place. There is evidence
about this.

So if you have evidence on the main issue
of education, and you have evidence on the
main issue of tax cuts and fiscal responsibility
and the economy, what is the deal here?
[Laugher]

Let me tell you, I read some of these edi-
torial arguments. They say, John Street has
done a great job; we wouldn’t be here with-
out him; give him a gold watch and send him
home. Well, let me tell you something. This
is a young, vigorous, brilliant, committed
public servant. You heard him up here today.
You heard him up here today. His heart is
on fire for the children and the future of this
city. He has all the experience in the world.

And I say, remember what it was like be-
fore. Remember how far we have come. Re-
ward his record because it’s in your interest
to have somebody who can produce that
record do what he talked about doing in your
future from this podium today.

Now, I’m telling you, there is a difference
in the way we approach it. Today I signed
another continuing resolution to keep the
Government in Washington open for another
week because Congress still can’t pass a
budget because they can’t figure out what
to do. They want you to believe they’re for
certain things, but they don’t want to pay the
price for being for them. And I’m trying to

say, let’s put party aside and at least pass a
budget. John Street’s proved he could do
that.

I want them to do that in Washington. I
want you to think about this. I’ve, on pur-
pose, not given you a big, whoop-de-do polit-
ical speech. I want you to think about the
arguments. What will it say to the people and
the children of Philadelphia if on Tuesday,
the message coming out of the election is,
‘‘Well, old John did a good job, and boy, he
had some good ideas about the future, but
I had something else to do, and I couldn’t
be bothered to vote, so he lost.’’ What will
it say?

You think about this in your churches on
Sunday when you’re talking to people about
their responsibilities. What will it say? How
will you ever say—how will you say to these
little kids here, you work hard now and you
do a good job and you might grow up to be
mayor or Governor or Senator or President,
because you will be judged on the job you
do? What will it say if you stay home or any-
body you know stays home, after the job this
man has done, and you don’t elect him the
mayor of this great city? Don’t you do that.

And what will it say—what will it say if
the message coming out of the normally
Democratic wards is: Well, he’s done a great
job, but the other fellow sang a good song?
[Laughter] And I want to give him that. I
think he’s run an adroit campaign. I com-
pliment him. My hat’s off to him. And I know
something about singing a good song. I’ve
sung a few myself over the years. [Laughter]
But in the end—in the end what matters is,
can you stand and deliver?

What message will it send to the children
of this city and their future if, after the record
this man has amassed, the competence he
has demonstrated, the character he has dem-
onstrated, the leadership he has dem-
onstrated, and the program he has outlined—
which is plainly in the interests of the people
of this city—he is not elected?

I’m telling you, you have a great oppor-
tunity here to lift him up on Tuesday night
and say, ‘‘We are proud of what we have done
these last 8 years. We are proud that we did
it together across all racial and religious and
neighborhood and income lines. We are
proud we did it together, and we are proudly
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going into the future with someone we trust
and we know can lead us to a brighter tomor-
row.’’

Thank you, and God bless you. Help him,
now.

NOTE: The President spoke at 12:20 p.m. at La-
Salle University. In his remarks, he referred to
Mayor Edward Rendell, city council president
Anna Verna of Philadelphia, and Republican may-
oral candidate Sam Katz.

Statement on Emergency
Agricultural Assistance

October 29, 1999

I am pleased today to designate $8.8 bil-
lion in emergency assistance for our Nation’s
farmers and ranchers, to help them recover
from the second year in a row of low com-
modity prices and, for many, crop livestock
losses from severe drought and flooding.

While this assistance will not adequately
address all of the needs in our farm-based
communities, I have taken this step in order
to hasten payments to farmers and ranchers
who simply cannot wait for the legislative im-
provements we have sought. I continue to
be concerned that the income assistance in
the Act is not targeted to producers most in
need.

As with last year’s disaster assistance, these
funds provide only a one-year, temporary fix
for the overall problems with the farm safety
net. That is why I call on the Congress to
enact a permanent fix to the shortcomings
in the 1996 farm bill. A major step toward
that goal can be achieved this year through
crop insurance reform legislation if the Con-
gress will act.

I want to thank Secretary of Agriculture
Glickman for his work on behalf of American
agriculture. I know he and his staff are hard
at work right now setting the process in place
so that most of the payments will be available
within just a few weeks.

Notice—Continuation of Sudanese
Emergency
October 29, 1999

On November 3, 1997, by Executive Order
13067, I declared a national emergency to
deal with the unusual and extraordinary
threat to the national security and foreign
policy of the United States constituted by the
actions and policies of the Government of
Sudan. By Executive Order 13067, I imposed
trade sanctions on Sudan and blocked Suda-
nese government assets. Because the Gov-
ernment of Sudan has continued its activities
hostile to United States interests, the national
emergency declared on November 3, 1997,
and the measures adopted on that date to
deal with that emergency must continue in
effect beyond November 3, 1999. Therefore,
in accordance with section 202(d) of the Na-
tional Emergencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1622(d)),
I am continuing the national emergency for
1 year with respect to Sudan.

This notice shall be published in the
Federal Register and transmitted to the Con-
gress.

William J. Clinton

The White House,
October 29, 1999.

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register,
11:31 a.m., October 29, 1999]

NOTE: This notice was published in the Federal
Register on November 1.

Message to the Congress on
Continuation of the National
Emergency With Respect to Sudan
October 29, 1999

To the Congress of the United States:
Section 202(d) of the National Emer-

gencies Act (50 U.S.C. 1622(d)) provides for
the automatic termination of a national emer-
gency unless, prior to the anniversary date
of its declaration, the President publishes in
the Federal Register and transmits to the
Congress a notice stating that the emergency


